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ought to remember what the Supremacy pretended to
be. It was over all causes and all persons, civil as well
as ecclesiastical. It held good certainly in theory, and
to a great extent in practice, against the temporalty as
much as against the spiritualty. Why then are we to
invoke the Supremacy as then understood, in a ques-
tion about courts of spiritual appeals, and not in
questions about other courts and other powers in the
nation ? If the Supremacy, claimed and exercised as
Henry claimed and exercised it, is good against the
Church, it is good against many other things besides.
If the Church inherits bonds and obligations, not
merely by virtue of distinct statutes, but by the force
of a general vague arbitrary theory of royal power,
why has that power been expelled, or transformed into
a mere fiction of law, in all other active branches of the
national life ? Unless the Church is simply, what even
Henry VIII. did not regard it, a creation and delegate
of the national power, without any roots and constitu-
tion of its own, why should the Church be denied the
benefit of the common sense, and the change in ideas
and usage, which have been so largely appealed to in
civil matters ? Why are we condemned to a theory
which is not only out of date and out of harmony with
all the traditions and convictions of modem times,
but which was in its own time tyrannous, revolu-
tionary, and intolerable? Arguments in favour of
the present Court, drawn from the reason of the thing,
and the comparative fitness of the judges for their
office, if we do not agree with them, at least we can